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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 3-7 and 1 9-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Roush (3,351,065). 

Roush discloses a loose leaf binder structure comprising first and second panels 
(12); and a ring mechanism (base 14 having channels 16, ribs 18 and notches 20) 
between the first and second panels, the ring mechanism at least partially defining a 
spine that interconnects the first and second panels and that defines an interior spine 
surface and an exterior spine surface (as seen in figures 1 and 2), the ring mechanism 
at least partially defining a portion of the exterior spine surface (as seen in figure 1). 

Regarding claim 3, the ring mechanism defines a longitudinal axis, and wherein 
the portion of the exterior spine surface defined by the ring mechanism is curved in a 
cross-section taken substantially perpendicular to the longitudinal axis (as seen in 
figures 3 and 4, the base is curved at the outer edges). 
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Regarding claim 4, the ring mechanism includes a chassis (14) configured to 
house a moving component of the ring mechanism, and wherein the chassis defines a 
portion of the exterior spine surface. 

Regarding claim 5, the spine is further defined by a spine panel (10) connecting 
the first and second panels, and wherein the ring mechanism is connected to the spine 
panel (as seen in figures 1-3). 

Regarding claim 6, the spine panel includes an interior surface and an exterior 
surface (as seen in figure 5), and wherein the ring mechanism is mounted to the exterior 
surface of the spine panel (as seen in figures 1-5). 

Regarding claim 7, the spine panel defines an aperture (40) extending between 
the interior surface and the exterior surface (as seen in figures 2 and 3), and wherein 
the ring mechanism includes a ring (22) extending through the aperture (as seen in 
figures 1 and 3). 

Regarding claim 19, Roush discloses a loose leaf binder structure comprising 
first and second panels (12); a spine panel (10) connecting the first and second panels 
and having an opening (40) through the spine panel; and a ring mechanism (base 14 
having channels 16, ribs 18 and notches 20) mounted to the spine panel and having a 
ring (22) positioned through the opening (as seen in figures 1-3). 

Regarding claim 20, the ring mechanism is mounted on an exterior surface of the 
spine panel (as seen in figures 1-3). 
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Regarding claim 21, the spine panel includes at least three openings (40) and the 
ring mechanism includes as least three rings (22), each being positioned through the 
openings (as seen in figures 1 and 3). 

Regarding claim 22, the ring mechanism includes two hinge blades (26). 

Regarding claim 23, Roush discloses a chassis (14) having a substantially 
continuous longitudinally-extending surface and two longitudinally-extending edges 
connected to the surface (the outermost edges of the base) and defining an opening 
(the area located between the outermost edges) (as seen in figure 2); a ring actuator 
(26- the hook-like projections provide the base with ring actuators in the form of hinge 
blades); and a ring (22) coupled to the actuator and extending through the opening 
away from the surface (as seen in figure 4). 

Regarding claim 24, the ring actuator comprises two hinge blades as set forth in 
the above rejections to claim 23. 

Regarding claim 25, each hinge blade engages a respective one of the edges (as 
seen in figure 4). 

Regarding claim 26, the ring mechanism comprises at least three rings (22) (as 
seen in figure 1). 

Regarding claim 27, the chassis defines a longitudinal axis, and wherein the 
surface is curved in a cross-section taken substantially perpendicular to the longitudinal 
axis (as seen in figures 3 and 4). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2 and 1 0-1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being obvious over 
Roush. 

Regarding claims 2 and 16, Roush discloses the claimed invention except for the 
portion of the exterior spine surface defined by the ring mechanism being metallic. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the ring mechanism being metallic instead of a flexible plastic 
material as set forth by Roush, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a 
worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended 
use as a matter of design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. Furthermore, applicant 
has failed to disclose that the ring mechanism being metallic is critical to the invention. 

Regarding claim 10, Roush discloses a loose leaf binder structure comprising 
first and second panels (12); a spine panel (10) connecting the first and second panels, 
the spine panel having an exterior surface and inherently being made of a first material 
having a hardness; and a shield (14) mounted on the exterior surface and made of a 
second material (see col. 2, lines 25-30). However, Roush fails to explicitly disclose the 
hardness of the shield being greater than the hardness of the spine panel. It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide 
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any required hardness values for the shield and the spine panel, since it has been held 
to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the 
basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of design choice. In re Leshin, 
125USPQ416. 

Regarding claims 11-13, Roush discloses the shield extending the entire height 
in the longitudinal direction of the spine panel (see col. 2, lines 8-19). 

Regarding claim 14, the binder comprises a ring mechanism (base 14 having 
channels 16, ribs 18 and notches 20), wherein the hardened shield comprises a ring 
mechanism chassis (14- base comprises shield and chassis collectively). 

Regarding claim 15, the spine panel defines an aperture (40), and wherein the 
ring mechanism includes a ring (22) extending through the aperture (as seen in figures 
1 and 3). 

Regarding claim 17, the ring mechanism includes a chassis (14) that defines an 
exterior spine surface extending from the exterior surface of the spine panel (as seen in 
figures 1-3). 

Regarding claim 18, the ring mechanism defines a longitudinal axis, and wherein 
the chassis is curved in a cross-section taken substantially perpendicular to the 
longitudinal axis (as seen in figures 3 and 4). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 8 and 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited references disclose binders. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Monica S. Carter whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0305. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (6:30 AM - 4:00 
PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrea L. Wellington can be reached on (703) 308-2159. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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